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REMARKS 

Claim 1 0 is Jimended in order to more particularly point out, and dist nctly claim the subject 
matter which the Applicants regard as their invention, New Claims 13 and 14 are added to present 
additional features of the invention. The Applicants respectfully submit that 10 new matter has been 
added. It is believed that this Amendment is fully responsive to the Office Action dated July 14, 
2009. 

In the Office Action, Claims 1-1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. Reconsiderati mi and removal of this 
rejection are respectfully requested. 

The Office Action alleges that support cannot be found in the Specification for amended 
recitations in Claims 1 and 8 of the inflow chamber forcibly guiding the lising flow towards the 
surface of filter element. Thus the added limitations constitute New Matte r. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this rejection. It i: i respectfully submitted 
thiit there are many portions of the specification on pages 6, 7, 9 and 10 des cribing the rising flow. 
Also, ori ginal Claira. 8, which is considered part of the disclosure has the p hrase: 

"...a guide (33) for forcibly guiding the flow of the fluid ti at has 
flown into said inflow chamber (3a) toward said filter element (3)..." 
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Also, the drawings of FIGS. 1 and 2, which are considered part of the disclosure, show the 
claimed flow. 

In view of the above remarks, removal of this rejection is respectful ly requested. 

In the Office Action, Claims 1, 3-6 and 8 were rejected under 35 L .S.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated by Strano et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,013,178; and Claims 1-3, 5 6 and 8 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Kamrath, U.S. latent No. 1,922,688. 
Reconsideration ami removal of these rejections are respectfully requested i i view of the following 
remarks. 

The Office Action states on page 6 of the Office Action that: 

"It is argued that the flow guide structures (5) (should be 18) 
of Strano et al. and (18) (should be 24, 25, 26 and 21) of 
Kamrath et ah do not extend the entire length of the 
corresponding filter structures, However, such guide stru< ture 
of Strano comprises the entire inflow chamber 54 of Stranc and 
various elements including surface 24, defining such inflow 
chamber, as apparent from figure 4 which extend the leng h of 
the filter elements. Similarly, guide elements including 21 and 
27 of Kamrath extend from bottom to top of the liter 
elements)." (Corrections added) 
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Referring to FIG. 4 of Strano et al., a very large portion of the entire ii iflow chamber (54) has 
surfaces which are parallel to the inside surface of filter (26). The above-me itioned surfaces would 
be surfaces (32) of the U-shaped housing member shown in FIG. 2. Theisfore, it is respectfully 
submitted that there is no structure arranged substantially the entire length o t the inflow chamber to 
forcibly direct fluid radially towsird the inner curved surface of the filter, a; presently claimed. 

Referring to FIG. 1 of Kamrath, the alleged guide structure (24, 2:i, 28, 27) has the outer 
surface of a cylindrical tube (24), extending substantially the entire length of lie filter, as the primary 
component. The upward flowing liquid indicated by arrows, near numeric ii idicator (27), would not 
be directed radially toward the filter (31) by the surface of cylindrical tube (: !4), because the surface 
would be substantisdly paralleled to the direction of flow. 

In view of the above remarks, removal of this rejection is respectft lly requested. 

In theOffice Action, Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b i as being anticipated by 
Campo U.S. Patent No. 3,675,776. Reconsideration and removal of this r- ijection are respectfully 
requested in view of the present claim amendment and the following rema rks. 

The Office Action states on pages 6 and 7 of the Office Action tha :: 

"It is argued, for Claim 1 0, that flow in Campo near the filter 
elements flows in two different directions through the two layers of 
the Biter elements, thus there canbeno arrangement of filter elements 
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in rejjard to mesh size, target size and flow direction. It is su emitted 
that iherc is no claim language correlating structure relative to flow 
direction, especially to limiting flow to a single direction; hus the 
argument is not commensurate with text of claim language. 

It is argued that Campo does not teach specific mesh sizes 
relative to a "target size" of a target foreign matter. Howe ter 9 it is 
submitted that target pore or mesh sizes and other filtering pi operties 
are necessarily encompassed in the Campo disclosure 'specific 
filtering materials maybe inserted having material specifical ly suited 
for the removal of particular impurities" at column 5, lines 10-15." 

Claim 10 hiis heen amended in order to clearly distinguish over Ca aipo. 
In view of the amendment to Claim 10, and the above remarks, ren L oval of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action, Claim 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §10300 as being unpatentable 
over Kamrath, U. S. Patent No. 1,922,688 in view of Kamrath, U.S. Patent No. 2,171,752. 
Reconsideration and removal of this rejection are respectfully requested i n view of the following 
remarks. 
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Claim 4 depends from Claim 1 , which is discussed above. 

In view of the above remarks, removal of this rejection is respectfu ly requested. 

Li the Office Action, Claims 7 and 9 were rejected under 35 U S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kamrath, U.S. Patent No. 1,922,688 in view of Rajbitt, U.S. Patent No. 
2,655,894. Reconsideration and removal of this rejection are respectfully r iquested in view of the 
following remarks. 

Claims 7 and 9 depend from Claims 1 and 8, which are discussed above. 

In view of the above remarks, removal of this rejection is respectfu lly requested. 



In the Office Action, Claim 1 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1030 ) as being unpatentable 
o-ver Campo, U.S. Patent No. 3,675,776 in view of Kuh et ah, U.S. latent No. 4,681,677. 
Reconsideration and removal of this rej ection are respectfully requested in \ iew of the present claim 
amendment and the following remarks. 

! Claim 1 1 depends from Claim 10, which is discussed above. 

! 

| In view of the amendment to Claim 10, and the above remarks, ren ioval of this rejection is 
respectfully requested. 

| In view of me aforementioned amendments and accompanymg remarks, Claims 1-11 and 13- 

i 

14,jas amended, are believed to be patentable and in condition for allowance, which action, at an 
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early date, is requested. 

If, for any reason, it is felt that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact the Applicants' undersigned agent at the telephone number 
indicated below to sirrange for an interview to expedite the disposition of ti ris case. 

In the event that this paper is not timely filed, the Applicants resj ectfully petition for an 
appropriate extension of time. Please charge any fees for such an extension of time and any other 
fees which may be due with respect to this paper, to Deposit Account No. )l-2340. 

Respectfully submitted, 
KRATZ, QU&JTOS & HANSON, LLP 




James N. Baker 
Agent for Applicant 
Reg. No. 40,899 



JNB/ak 



Atty. Docket No 040122 
Suite 400 

1420 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 659-2930 



IIJilll Mill 



23*50 



PATENT & TRAI EMARK OFFICE 
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